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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1. Claims 1,4-8, and 1 1 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

The use of the term "like" as recited in claims 1, 8, and 1 1 is indefinite. It is unclear as to 
whether appHcant means that "like" components are identical or the components are of 
complimentary shape relative to each other. For example, examiner interprets the first coupling 
means for fully coupling said form with a like second coupling means as recited in claims 1 and 
8 to mean that the first coupling means has a shape that is complimentary to the second coupling 
means (such as a hook and a slot) to provide a secure coupling between one form and another 
form. The second like form as recited in claim 1 has been interpreted as meaning the second 
form is identical to the first form. Applicant should amend the claim language to clarify the 
meaning of the term "like" as recited in the claims. 

The meaning of the phrase "fully coupling" is unclear. Examiner interprets the phrase 
"fully coupling" as recited in claims 1 and 8 as meaning a secure coupling has been established 
between elements. 

The term "said" or the equivalent should be inserted before "bosses" on line 3 of claim 6. 
Claims 4 - 7 are objected to as being dependent upon withdrawn claim 2. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in tliis or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of apphcation for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 1, 6, and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Shimada 
(5,531,547). 

Regarding claims 1 and 7, Shimada discloses a composite form comprising: a floor 
section (2b) including a plurality of horizontally spaced anchoring members (22) located 
proximate to the rearward end of said floor section (2b) and a plurality of elongated drainage 
slots (spaces between vertical and horizontal reinforcement rods 2c, 2d in floor section) 
extending through the floor section; a face section (2a) formed integrally with and extending 
longitudinally at an angle upwardly from the forward end of said floor section (2b), the face 
section comprising a plurality of supporting ribs (2c) and a second plurality of supporting ribs 
(2d), the intersection of said first plurality of ribs and said second plurality of ribs defining a 
plurality of regions bounded by said ribs; first coupling means (8) and a second coupling means 
(rods 2a, rod 3, and space 8a in which rod 3 is located) integral with the form (R) (Fig. 3(a)); said 
first coupling means on one form fully coupling with said second coupling means on an adjacent 
form located above said one form and second coupling means on said one form fully coupling 
with said first coupling means on an adjacent form located below said one form (Figs. 1 and 3(a); 
column 3, lines 33 - 46 and lines 56 - 61; column 4, lines 22 - 28). Examiner interprets the 
phrase "fully coupling" as meaning a secure coupling has been established between elements. 

Regarding claim 6, Shimada further discloses each anchoring member (22) comprises a 
boss (22a), each boss including a hole extending through the boss, the said holes in all bosses 
being axially ahgned (Fig. 4(e)). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
4. Claims 5, 8, 9, and 12 - 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Shimada in view of Vidal et al. (5,156,496). 

Regarding claims 5 and 12, Shimada discloses all of the limitations of the above claim(s) 
except for a plurality of hydroseeding screens formed integrally with said form, each one of said 
screens being formed within a unique one of said regions bounded by said supporting ribs. Vidal 
et al. teaches a plurality of hydroseeding screens (geotextile filter cloth 12), each hydroseeding 
screen (12) formed within a unique one of said regions bounded by said supporting ribs (14, 18) 
(Fig. 1 ; column 3, lines 1 8 - 22; column 4, lines 27 - 40) to prevent fine soil particles fi-om 
escaping from the facing of the structure. 

Regarding claims 8 and 9, Shimada fiirther discloses an end portion of floor section (2b) 
being wrapped back and forth around the anchor rods (17, unlabeled rod under anchor rod 14) so 
as to tighten thereon when the anchor rod (14) is pulled in longitudinal tension away from said 
floor section (2b) (Fig. 5d; column 5, lines 9 - 13), but fails to disclose a geogrid anchored to the 
floor section. Vidal et al. teaches a geogrid (filter 12 that is integral with mesh cover 6) anchored 
to a floor section (16, 17) via bolt 20 (Fig. 3) to prevent fine soil particles from escaping from the 
face of the earthen structure. 

Regarding claims 13 and 14, Shimada in view of Vidal et al. discloses all of the 
limitations of the above claim(s) except for the size of the mesh screen openings. It has been 
established that the optimization of proportions in a prior art device is a design consideration 
within the skill of the art. In re Reese, 290 F.2d 839, 129 USPQ 402 (CCPA 1961). 
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It would have been considered obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to have modified the apparatus as disclosed by Shimada with the 
hydroseeding screens as taught by Vidal et al. to prevent fine soil particles from escaping from 
the face of the earth structure. Examiner notes that each mesh cover (6) and its associated 
hydroseeding screen (12) defines a unique region defined by supporting ribs (14, 18), said region 
being bounded by support strap, the mesh cover being of sufficient length to span across several 
straps. The claim limitation(s) do not recite that a region is bounded by immediately adjacent 
ribs. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 3, 4, and 1 1 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. A earth-stabilizing structure comprising a face section 
containing a flange with t-shaped slots in combination with a floor section containing t-shaped 
hooking members extending from the front of the floor section is not taught in the prior art. 

6. Claims 15 - 18 are allowed. 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed 15 May 2008 with respect to claim 1 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. Applicant argues that Shimada' s form cannot be coupled 
to any like form either above or below the given form except with an added element such as 
connecting rod 3 and, therefore, Shimada fails to teach or suggest one form is fiiUy coupled to a 
second form located above or below said first form. The connecting rod (3) of Shimada is used 
to securely connect one form to another form located above or below said first form. The term 
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"fully" as recited in the claims is not equivalent to "without any added element" as asserted by 
applicant. Therefore, the claim limitation(s) do not preclude the use of added elements to fully 
couple one form to a second form located above or below said first form. 
8. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 5, 8 and claims dependent thereon, and 12 
have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SEAN D. ANDRISH whose telephone number is (571)270-3098. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Fri, 7:30am - 5:00pm, Alternate Fri off, EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Bagnell can be reached on (571) 272-6999. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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